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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). fn no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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This is the third Office of application serial number 10/723,487, Weapon Caddy, 
filed November 26, 2003. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicants submission filed on 
September 22, 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. r 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shaW have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 , 3, 4, 1 1 , and 1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,140,296 to Guillen. The present invention reads on 
Guillen as follows: Guillen teaches a caddy comprising a mounting bracket (20), a base 
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member (30), and a cradle member (45). The mounting bracket is structured and 
arranged for mounting on a support structure (1 1 ). The base member is slidably 
mounted on the mounting bracket. A coupling (40) is between the mounting bracket 
and the base member, which permits both sliding and rotating movement between the 
mounting bracket and the base member at a single point of connection between the 
mounting bracket and base member. The cradle member is mounted on the base 
member and structured and arranged for supporting the weapon. The base member is 
slidable in a substantially horizontal direction when the mounting bracket is mounted on 
the support structure. The coupling comprises a bolt (41b) extending through the 
mounting bracket (20) and a slot (26) in the base member in which the bolt is slidable, 
wherein the base member is pivotable around the bolt. The cradle member is generally 
U-shaped. A mechanical fastener (16) is used for mounting the mounting bracket onto 
the support structure. 

Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 5,778,589 to Teague. The present invention reads on Teague as follows: 
Teague teaches a caddy comprising a mounting bracket (20), a base member (30), and 
a cradle member (45). The mounting bracket is structured and arranged for mounting 
on a support structure (1 1 ). The base member is slidably mounted on the mounting 
bracket. A coupling (40) is between the mounting bracket and the base member, which 
permits both sliding and rotating movement between the mounting bracket and the base 
member at a single point of connection between the mounting bracket and base 
member. The cradle member is mounted on the base member and structured and 
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arranged for supporting the weapon. The base member is rotatable around a 
substantially vertical axis when the mounting bracket is mounted on the support 
structure. See below. 


U.S. Patent jui.14,1998 sheet 2 of 7 5,778,589 
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Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 879,052 to Jeranek. The present invention reads on Jeranek as follows: Jeranek 
teaches a caddy comprising a mounting bracket (1,3), a base member (4), and a cradle 
member (9-13). The mounting bracket is structured and arranged for mounting on a 
support structure (11). The base member is slidably mounted on the mounting bracket. 
A coupling (9-13) is between the mounting bracket and the base member, which permits 
both sliding and rotating movement between the mounting bracket and the base 
member at a single point of connection between the mounting bracket and base 
member. The cradle member is mounted on the base member and structured and 
arranged for supporting the weapon. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jeranek in view of U.S. Patent No. 167,169 to Hare. Jeranek teaches the limitations of 
the base claim, excluding the cradle member is slidably mounted on the base member. 

Hare teaches a rifle rest for supporting a weapon. The cradle member is slidably 
mounted on the base member. The cradle member is hollow section and slides over a 
substantially vertical section of the base member. It would have been obvious to one 
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having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the 
cradle member as taught by Jeranek to have incorporated the vertical adjustability as 
taught by Hare for the purpose of adjusting the height of the gun to be set upon the 
cradle member. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Teague 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,575,964 to Griffen. Teague teaches the limitations of the 
base claim, excluding the cradle member having an elastic liner. 

Griffen teaches a rifle rest for supporting a weapon. The rest comprises a 
telescoping cradle member (30), wherein the cradle member includes an elastic liner 
(41 ). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the cradle member as taught by Peterson to have 
incorporated the elastic liner as taught by Flaherty for the purpose of absorbing shock 
which frictionally engages the sides of the weapon which is placed in the cradle. 

Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Teague in view of U.S. Patent No. 2,403,654 to Gerdes. Teague teaches the limitations 
of the base claim, excluding the strap on the cradle member is elastic and detachable. 

Gerdes teaches an armrest. The rest comprises a cradle member (25, 26), 
wherein the cradle member includes a detachable strap (31 ). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have modified the cradle member as taught by Teague to have incorporated a strap as 
taught by Gerdes for the purpose of securing an object within the cradle member. 
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Regarding claim 15, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to a have made the strap from an elastic 
material, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to 
select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of 
obvious design choice. 

Regarding claim 16, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have made the strap comprising additional 
holes, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jeranek 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,044,590 to Carafice. Jeranek teaches a caddy comprising 
a mounting bracket (1 , 3), a base member (4), and a cradle member (9-13). The 
mounting bracket is structured and arranged for mounting on a support structure (11). 
The base member is slidably mounted on the mounting bracket. A coupling (9-13) is 
between the mounting bracket and the base member, which permits both sliding and 
rotating movement between the mounting bracket and the base member at a single 
point of connection between the mounting bracket and base member. The cradle 
member is mounted on the base member and structured and arranged for supporting 
the weapon. However, Jeranek fails to teach the support structure comprising a tree 
stand 

Carafice teaches a caddy having two modes of mounting. The first mounting is 
stake (29) and the second mounting is a clamp (13, 14, 50) for mounting the caddy on a 
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horizontal support or tree stand (2). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention is made to have modified the caddy as taught by 
Jeranek to have incorporate an additional mounting or the clamp as taught by Carafice 
for the purpose of mounting the caddy on a tree stand. 

Claims 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,637,708 to Peterson. The present invention 
reads on Peterson as follows: Peterson teaches a hunt apparatus comprising a support 
structure (38) and a caddy (16) for supporting a weapon mounted on the support 
structure. The caddy comprises a mounting bracket (38), a base member (122), a 
coupling (100) and a cradle member (1 16-120, 50, 60). The mounting bracket is 
structured and arranged for mounting on a support structure (14). The base member is 
slidably mounted on the mounting bracket. A coupling (100) is between the mounting 
bracket and the base member, which permits both sliding and rotating movement 
between the mounting bracket and the base member. The cradle member is mounted 
on the base member and structured and arranged for supporting the weapon. The 
support structure is a tree stand. A mechanical fastener (40) is used for mounting the 
mounting bracket onto the support structure. The mechanical fastener comprises a bolt 
(72) extending through a hole in the mounting bracket and a nut (not numbered) 
threaded on the bolt. The mounting bracket is rotatably mounted on the support 
structure. The cradle member is slidably mounted on the base member. A strap is on 
the cradle member for securing the weapon. However, Peterson fails to teach an 
additional caddy and elastic strap. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have made an additional craddy, 
since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device 
involves only routine skill in the art. Additionally, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to a have made the 
strap from an elastic material, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a 
worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended 
use as a matter of obvious design choice. 

Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Peterson in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,150,733 to Plummer. Peterson teaches the 
limitations of the base claim, excluding the mounting bracket being welded on the 
support structure. 

Plummer teaches the use of welding or screws for securing components. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified the mounting bracket as taught by Peterson to have 
incorporated welding as taught by Plummer for the purpose of joining members 
together. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new grounds of rejection. 
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Conclusion 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gwendolyn Baxter whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6814. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Wednesday, 8:30am - 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on 571-272-6788. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Gwendolyn Baxter 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3632 


October 28, 2005 


